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in it. A similar argument holds of the notion of body. Thus it
appears that all empirical thought presupposes a unity of apper-
ception, or self-conscious unity of the thinker, apart from which
there could be no concepts and therefore no thought at all.1
Transcendental Synthesis (A io6-A no)
Paragraphs 1-4 (A 106-8). Empirical thought has now been
shown to depend on the self-conscious unity of the subject. But
this consciousness of unity cannot be empirical or immediate.
Mere observation or inner sense, however defined, can give no
awareness of a necessary unity either of self or of anything else,
and I cannot possibly discover the ultimate ground of synthetic
unity by simple inspection. I can discover it only inferentially,
by realizing that the possibility of any experience depends on the
existence of it.
We are thus brought to the doctrine of a transcendental unity
of apperception which is the only possible explanation of that
empirical unity of self-consciousness which has already been
proved necessary for all empirical thought. That such a trans-
cendental unity is required to make possible even our ideas of
space and time can easily be seen by reference to the preceding
sections.
Pure self-conscious synthetic activity is thus the a priori ground
of all concepts, just as pure intuitions of space and time are the
ground of empirical intuitions.
In fact the existence of an active self-conscious subject syn-
thesizing its. experience in accordance with a priori laws which
spring from its own nature is the only possible basis for the
activity of empirical thinking which admittedly does happen.
Paragraph 5 (A 108-9). The ground for maintaining the exis-
tence of a transcendental unity of apperception is that only thus
can the reference of our thought to objects be made possible. We
may now again ask exactly what 'object* is to mean, and we can
now answer that it is the correlate of this transcendental unity,
namely the transcendental object.2 For the moment this can only
1  This is really only a rather untidy anticipation of F. H. Bradley's criticism of
empirical psychology (Ethical Studies, p. 36).  *Mr. Bain collects that the mind is
a collection. Has he ever thought who collects Mr. Bain ? * It is a familiar criticism,
of Hume's doctrine of discrete sensa (which Kant accepts) and Hume's doctrine
of the self (which Kant rejects as incompatible with it).
2  A great deal has been made of the fact that the chief passages in the first
edition in which mention is made of the so-called Transcendental Object were
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